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T
LINDSEY'’S

IMPROVED

BLOOD SEARCHER

81]

Medical Discovery,

For the cure of

Discases Arising from an Impure
Sinte of the Blood.

rl‘\llF‘. QUESTION PARAMOUNT TO ALL
thers i< How ean healih be rostored If
At how preservoed (nn perfect state®
The possesor of untold wealth, withont |
health, (s a misermble man; but the poonest
peasant, with 1ol for his Jdally portion, pos-
sesied with hrawny arm and

PURE BUOYANT BLOOD.
smlng through every vein, is blessed, in- |

No one can enfoy perfect health whilst the |
cirenlation s impeded and the blood thick |
with imparities.

To reinove these = not only the aim of

CLINDSEY'S }
Improved Blood Searcher |
AXD |

MEDICAL DINCOVERY, !

but when renovated 1o EXEP rrso. Thatitis |
B COMFLETE SUOCESS In the caring of BLOOD |
DISEASFS, numerous certificates fully attest. |
Wie nd it with fid
E. sELLERS &£ CO., )|
* SoLE PROPRIETORS, |
Corner of Wood and Second Streets,

PITTSBEURGH.

.

JOHNSON’S i
RHEUMATIC

COMPOUNID. 1

No Medicine for the cure of Rhenmatism
has ever ailained to such a high degres of
favor and universality sas Johnson's Rhen- |
mistle Compound. Although but one year |
before the public, this medicine has justly |
ga'ned an unboomled popolarity. Whenthe |
orizinator fird ‘nirodoced it he was convine-
e of s efMfioacy, but he lirtle thooght it |
was destinel o nrove such an inestimanle
biessinig to the afflicted; but true merit can
not he suppressest. The sttestation of hon.
dnale who have been curel by it most prove
the truth of the assertion that itis

4d RADICAL CCRATIVE

FOR

Infilammatory and Aente Rhenmatism
Gout, Nearnlgia [
|

and kindred diseasea. We recommend It
with confidence as the Great Internal
EBemedy for the ¥ and positive cure of
the above complalnta }
R. E.SELLERS & 00, |
Pitwburg, Pa, Proprietore. |

|
FOR AFAMILY MEDICINE|
SELLER’S

CELEERATED |

LIVER PILLS

ARE INVALUAELE.

Have yvon Depression of Spirits and Loss of
Appetite? |
Areyou Nervous and Trritable? |
Are vou of Costive Habit? |
Have you Pain In the Side and Headache? 1
Have you Sallow Com |
If =0, Tvst ms=ured th |
ment of the Liver which calisfor Immeliate |

alitenlomn. Performingas 1* dosssnch Impor-

Lant fonctions in the bodr, it §s highls neces-
sary that it shonld be preserved In a state of |
Perlﬂ.-: health. To insure speedy action and |
mmediate rellaf

MAKE USE OF |
Bellers’ Celebrated Liver Pills,

whick have suxsl unrivaled for thirty years. |
For the cure of

xion?
2 rome dermnnee-

Liver Complaint and Costiveness i

m-‘_!bnll B.l't-'-ns m-e;xﬁ:. werecommend them |
tothe public. Propristors, |
Sk K E.SELLERS &0, |

anhuz_lh,ﬁn.. {

“aold, Plain and Sugar Coated, by Drug-

mr 1
WORMS!

SELLERS’

VERMIFDGE,

This Worm Medlcine
Han No Superior, If An Equal,
In this or any other conntry.
Every vear thonsandsof children die from

this horrible evil. This alarming mortality
loudly ealls for in watchiulness, and

for
Greafer Chre in the Selection of the
Remedy,

LET PHYSICIANS SPEAK.

Sellers’ Vermifuge
The Best in Use.
HERE IS THEFE FPROOF:
LICKING STATION, Ky.. Dee. 17, 1845,
MR E. E. “ELLERsS.—Your Vermifuge

e (nore Virtne than any I ever used. |
wil sten cuse where [ gave one vinl. My

‘The Cheapest Honse in the West!

Boots and Shoes,

LOOK HERE!
Farmers and Working People!
‘Buy Your

BOOTS & SHOES

AT

159 Main Street! |

WHERE YOU CAN SAVE 25 PER CENT : }:

OF YOUR INVESTMENT. |

Ladies' Bewed Tipped Morcoco Bals, only |
U8 cents. |

Ladies® Hand Sewad, Silk  Lasting Bals,,
(new style) only §1 75, 5 )

Mens' Fine Calf Boots only 5290,
Boys' Shoes only 35 cents,

Superior Advantages

AND

GR'EAT BARGAINS

IN

BOOTS AND SHOES!

TO BE HAD AT,

GARDINER'S
Palace Shoe Bazaar!

“159” Main Street,

AND

Best Goods in the City.

vl

Important to Everybody!

A GOOD UNDERSTANDING!'

TO HAVE IT CALL ON

JOHN H. ROBINSON,
NO, 155 MAIN ST.. (EAST SIDE)
ERE YOU WILL FIND ONE OF
the most complete stocks af

BOOTS AND SHOES

Kept in this F“F Gents” fine stitched, hand
made, Patent leather Opern Pools; Gems'|
fine, hand made, French Calf Opern Boots:
Gients’ fing Patent Leather and French Calf |
Pecullar Shoes, EVERY PAIR WAR
RANTED.

The 3d Stock Just Received. |
‘.I.nélea]:..a:ﬂ'jlugtl:m(?nilmm nﬂ;llynmﬁ;ii .!1 E;C]' i
Loating Con- Gaiterm Gped At

w only.

fine C
An endles v
tion. As o the dumbility of cor

R we
refer ¥ou 10 onr mAny costomers who have

tried them and will tell you one ir from
0y houss i= worth a dozen palmr of the aoe-

tion irashy goods sold by some other dealers

in this eity. Il‘nmu one, cumsa n{l nnl.;.‘u;?“-

vince yoomelvesthat the above ie rel e—

158 Malno st. JOHN H. ROBINSON.
iy2

" SPRING STOCK!!

Boots and Shoes for the Million!
Blond & Bachman,

Wholesale and Retall Dealers in
Boots, Shoes and Gaiters,
107 Main Btreet,
Corner Sprigg Alley,

AVEJUBTRECEIVEDTHEIR
H Bpring stock of Boots and Shoes,

=" ehilld  was pintng and o
mere ekelrfion.  In thirty-six hnununerr:nﬂ-
the Vermifoge, the enormous quantity of
prel of iz hundred worma were passed. e
nagiven up for Jost, I8 now us well
in thie nelghborbiood.
AMHEROSE ARNETT, M. D,
. F. SELLE 8 & CO0.,
Sale Ppmpristom,
Pittsbuorgh, Pa.

mrX

BARRETT’S

THE

IN THE WORLD!

ND I8 80 PRONOUNCED BY THE
- most seientific Apalytienl Chiemista,
It Restores Gray Hnle:
it Prevenia Hair ¥alling Ont:
it Changes the Hoots 1o their Origl-
nal Organic Action;
It Erndirnies Dandraffand Hamors:

) 4 Ly Nealp Healthy:
{: N.Euc no lujurious l{:grﬂﬂeul.

And is uplverslly neoondod 10 he a splendid
Dressing and superior Tollet article. i
merits are inside the bottle,
Every bottle contains more Lguid than any
dollar preparation,
‘”fé‘é';m r:wn'r‘d- offers] toestablah ita ef-
ficiency, but we do guaranles to refund e
money to any person who will use two bot-
tie= and then say thal our Hestoratve has
fulled 1o do nll we clsdm.
J.R. BARREIT &

o, Proprictors.
y New Ha e,

T. H. LOGAN & CO ,
and LOGAN, LIST & CO., |
Wholssale Agenis, i
_juZi-fm WHEELING, W. VA

\

Lime.
YLAND, LOUISVILLE AND COM-
o e s, freali Lurnt, on
e ny

. C A 2TH & BRO.
P, (.-.ﬂﬂl)nl‘g"l‘“"n ¥

3 Er;o- Handles.
4000 "REEEE, B _arpr s
l-.hql. CHAF, H. BI-BFIG;

LL THE POPULAR FATENT MEDI-
é cines u:!uu day for sale by ODBERT,
and of mri

L e

plete in Every Particnlar;
and calculated to meet the wants of all,

YOUNG AND OLD, MALE AND
FEMALE,

CALL AND BEE.

BLOND & BACHMAN,
107 Main streat
mri7-ly Cor. upr[u Alley.

GEO, EWARDA B. B. STONE. MARO. ¥, STONE.
NEW WHOLESALE

BOOT & SHOE STORE
EDWARDS, STONE & Co.,

No. 28 Main 8t.,
WHEELING, W. VA.

E HAVE JUST RECEIVED OUR
At stock of

Boots and Shoes.

Haying purchased for eash and our stock

belng 3
NEW AND FRESH,

» feel satlsfied that we can give entire satls-
Riticn Toaty bl T ivs Gen ol v
tpeﬂel'u‘ily ielted hu_ﬂ:lta- husing else-
where,

mard

FDWARDS, STONE & CO.

Second Btock

or
SPRING AND SUMMER GOODS,
JUST RECEIVED AT
BOYD & WAYMAN’S,
Wholesule Dealers in )
BOOTS AND SHOES,

No. 4%, Main street, 3 doars above Quiney.
may-1y WHEELING, W. V.

Commaon Lime.
IN QUANTITIES TO SUIT THE TRADE
prmety “JOB. A. METCALF.
Louisvillie Lime,

| which

RATE OF SUBSCRIPTIONS.

@ year,..

DAILY, by mall, on 7 50
-, six months,, 4 00
A A three montlis, 225
o I.E:::"l:i mounth,. 1{2
v Cily ers, per weel g
TR[-\\‘E}:}!{L\}. Olle Year, ... LEm
s S six months, .. 2 .50
ad o three months, 1 50
WEEKLY, 0ne yenr,.......ceusnen. L2
Hlx m aths 10

RATES OF ADVERTISING.
One ¥quare, one thne, (10 lines or less o con-

vrobibiting any person from plending
any cause for gain or profit, under a
{mrmll:y of 5,000 pounds of tobacco. 1,

lenning, 4582, .

Atthe same session a lnw wns passed
expelling all the lawyers in the colony
from the bar., The Governor seems to
have made some seruple ahout signing
it and said something abont magna
eharta, and guite a contest ensued be-
tween the House of Burgesses and the
Goverpnor, in which the House finally
trinmphed,

So the matter remained for twenty-
three years, In 1650 another law was

stitute a square,). susanes Bl 00
e we eRchadditdonsl Ume,......o0. S0
e ODEWeek q 00
T T o
COURT OF APPEALS.
Argunment  Submitted by Gov. B. |

Ninntous nt July Term, A. D, 1584, In
the matter of Anidrew Hunter's Ap-
pliceation to Practice ns an Atlorney.

The applicant presents bimself to the
court, and asks the privilege of prae-
ticing =t its bar, without taking the
ouths prescribed hly the law of Febru-
ary, A. D., 184, which requires all At-

torneys who propose to practice in the |

courts of Lhis State, to tnke an onth
thiat they have done nothing in aid of
the lute rebellion since the 20th day ol
June, A. D,, 1863,

The fucts upon which he bases h's ap-
plication are as follows :

1. That he was duly licenssd to pratice lnw
.tg;lru;.: ;r‘mrtn of the State of Viginia In the
< 2. That ke practiced as an Attorn
Courtsof Virginia trom his adinisslo
commencement of the late rebellion in the
Bpring of 1861,

3. Thnt In May, 15651, he was elected to the
ouse of Delegates of the State of Virginia,
and served out his term of two years, during
the State Legislnture of which
e wus a member, disclalmed any  al-
tegiance to the Government of the United
Sttes and recogoized the ay of the
Southern Confedemey.

4 Atthe expimtion of hiz term of serviee
in the House of Delegates, he was elected Lo
the senate of Virginia, and served o term of
two years In the Senate, while Virginla wos
& Stute of the Sonthern Confedermoy.

6 Aga member of the Senate nnd Honse of
Delegates, he took an oath of alleglance to
ihe Southern Confiderncy,

. He does not come within any of the ex-
ceptions to the sidenls nmuoesty Froolu-
maton of May 22, 1865, He ook the ame-
nme.' oath prescribed by the amnesty Procla-
mation of President Lincoln of December,
18838, undd President Johnson's Proclunation
of May, 153,

7. The Ftate of West Virginin was admitted
Intothe Union as a state on the Ath of June,
A. D, 1863,

8. Tne applicant was never admitted to

ractiee in the Courts of West Virglula, nor

1 the Courts of the Restored Government of
Virginin,

Upon this state of foets, Mr. Hunter
clalmgthe right to practice luw in this
State without taking the oath required
of lnwyers in this State to praciice in
the Courts of the Stute, passed Febru-
ary, 1868,

It is claimed in the first place that by
n just construction of this Inw, it does
not apply to luwyers practicing before
its passuge,

But the whole seope and spirit ol the
law is so muanifestly intended to em-
brace ull lawyers who propose to prac-
tice in the Stute, that the applicant
manifestly places but little relinnce on
this proposition. The law says that
**No Attorney-at-law shall be allowed
‘to practice in any Court, or beforenny
“Justice or Board of Supervisors of this
“State, ufter the passage of this act, un-
“til heshall take inthe Courtin which he
‘“‘proposes to practice, in addition to the
“onths now n-quiru.i by law the fol-
‘“lowing oath,

But if this were so, Mr. Hunter nev-
er was ndmitted to practice in the Courts
of West Virginia, And I propose here- |
after to show that he is not entitled to |
rrun:;luo in this State by virtue of his |

icense to practice in Lhe State of Vir- |
ginia,

But the applicant relies mainly upon
the proposition that the law of Feb-
ruary, 1860, is unconstitutionsl, be-
cause it s er ost  facto, is in
the nature of a bll}l.l of attainder, im- |
pairs the obligations of a contract, and
divests vested rights, To this I reply:

1, That the presumption is always
in favor of the constitutionality of uny
law upon the statute book. " It will
never be presumed that the legislative |
department of the Governmont has
transcended its powers, und pussed a
law in violation of the constitution
whieh the members of the Legislnture
were sworn Lo support.  Ir, therefore,
upon a full consideration of the whole
question, the Court is in doubt us to
whether the law is in violntion of the
econstitution or not, the declsion must
be in fuvor of its constitutionnlity.

2. But I hope to be able to relieve the
Court from all rensonable doubis on the
subject, and to show beyond cavil and
controversy, that the Inw is clearly and
plainly a constitutionul and vulid en-
setment.

The case depends upon” the nature
and character of the rights acquired by
an Attorney by his admission to the
bur, nnd the power of the Legislature
and the Courts over him in his official
charucter as an Attoruey.,

I deny that an Attorney by his li-

“in the

subiject to the nbLsoluie dominion and
control of the Legislature, and the
Courts in which he is authorized to
pructice,

It is important to any just and acen-
rate conceplion of the questlons in-
volved intnis application to understand
precisely the relution which an Attor-
uey occupies towunrds the Court, the
law snd the community.

They have been recognized as an
essentinl part of the muchine

ensnble nppendoge to the Courts ns fur
Euck As we have any traces of the
common law.

Wo find them recognized in the acts
of I'srliament in England, as lar
back as the reign of Henry 111, Inthe
20th year of the reign of Henry ILI,
they were authorized to nppear for
persons owing suit or seryice to the
Court  Leet, or the Court of the Manor.

From that time there s frequent re-
cognitions by act of Parlinment, in the
shape of Inws conferring authority upon
thewm in special cases, prohibiting cer-
tuin offences, &e., &e.

In the fourth year of Henry IV for
the first time, n roll of the Atlorneys
practicing in each Court was reguired
Lo be kepl in the Courts In which they
practiced. From thut time to the
present, not only Parlinment, but the
Courts in which they practiced have
exercised
over them,

The history of the State of Virginin
is full of instructive precedents on this
question. Very soon afier Lthe settle-
ment of the colony a struggle  com-
menced between the plunters and the
lawyers, which continned for more
than a century,

During that period numerous laws
were passed regulating the mode of ad-
mitting Inwyers to the bar, prescribing
the oaths they should take, regulating
their fees, punishing them for miscon-
duct, taking illegal fees, &e., &e., in
which the coloniul legislature exercised
the most unlimited control,

In 1642, a law was passed requiring
nll Attorneys to be licensed, und regu-
Il;lDK their fees, 1, Henuing Statutes,
<475,

In 1645, a law was passed expelling
all Attorneys from office and prohibit-
ing them from practicing in the courts,
1, Henniog Siatutes, 305. At the same
session n law was passed repealing the
law, nuthorizing Atlorneys to be li-
censed. 1, Henning, 813,

In 1647, u law wus pasged prohibiting
Attorneys from tuking any fees or prac-
ticing in the courts, nnd requiring the
coarts to manage canses for weak par-
ties who could not munage them them-
selves, orto appoint some person from
amoni the ple to manuge them for
them, 1, Henuing, 849. |

In 1656, the law expelliog “mercena-
ry Attorneys’ was repealed, and the
Govarnor and Counocil were required to
appoint Ar.l’.oml.‘z: for the guurterly
courts, and the Cominissioners to ap-

int them for the County Courts., 1,
E’enning 410,

BARRELS JUST RECEIVED AND
922“"“" JOB, A. METUALF.

The next year 1857, a law was passed

cense aequires any rights that are not |

the most unlimited control |

| shall exumine ull applicants for license
| Lo

ry for t._hu or berealter shall be convicted of any
administration of justice; as an indis- | fulonious erime or erimes, shall be ad-

d requiring nll sttorneys to be
licoensed by the Governor, and fixing
their fees, 2 Henning, 459,

Two yenrs afterwards, in 1882, the law
of 1620, for the licensing of Altorneys
was “found inconvenient” and repeal-
ed, 2 Henning, 485,

So the Inw remained for thirty-six
yeurs. But somehsw the Atlorneys
with or without law had got to prac-
licing again; for in 1718 a law was pass-
ed fixing the fees of Attorneys in the
Genernl Court and in the County Court,
4 Henning, 59,

In 1732 the Coloninl Legislature for
the first time passed a luw Somewhat in
detuil, providing for the admission of
Attorneys, defining their duties, regu-
lating their fees, nnd defining the power
of the Courts over them, snd requiring
them to take nn onth, The eighth see-
tion of that law provides that, “No
“person or persons whatsoever, shall,
“after the 10th of November now next
“gusuing, proctice ns an Altoroey in
‘“‘any Connty Court or other inferior
“Court of this Colony without a licenss
““first obtained from the Governor and
Coungil, or the Governor and Com-
“mander-in-Chief and the Counncil for
“the tlme being of this Colony and Do-
“minion, upon pain of forfeiting forty
“shillings for every cuose he shall pros-
“ecute or defend in such Court,”

The ninth section preéscribies the mode
of obtuining the license nnd the onth as
follows : *“You do no falsehood nor con-
“sent to any to be done in the Court,
“and if you know of any to be done
“you shall give notice thereof to the
“Justices of the Court that it may be
“reformed; you shall deny no man for
“luere or malice, nor take any unrea-
“sonnble fees; you shull not wittingly
“or willingly sue or procure to be sued,
“any fulse suit nor give aid or consent
“to the same 11;‘1011 puin of being dis-
“abled to practice ss an Attorney for-
**ever. And further, youn shnll use
“yourself in the otbce of an Attorney
“within the Court nccording to yonr
“learning and diseretion—so help you
“God,"

The tenth section authorizes the Gov-
ernor und Couneil to suspend any At-
torney or revoke his license for mis-
conduct.

The eleventh section provides that
the Court muy order an Attorn to
puy all costs ocensioned by his neglect.

The twelfth section provides thut the
law shull not extend toany Barrister or
Counsellor, or to any Attorney, who at
the time of pussing the law was n prac-
titioner in the General Court, 4 Hen-
ning, 361,

This is the first Iaw which required an
onth from Attorneys in the State of
Virginin,

This lnw remaivned in foree len yenrs.
In May, 1742, n lnw wus pa ,the pre-
smble to which recited that the former
Iaw had “not been found to answer the
“good design and intention thereof ;"
nnd it was enucted that the law be ‘‘re-
“pealed and made void." 5, Henniog,
171,

So matters stood for three years. In
1745, nnother general luw wus pussed,
providing for licensing Attorneys and
regulaling Lhelr duties, fees, &e,

The first section of this law recites
“that the grent number of ignorant and
“un-kimtll: persons  practicing in l.hn_!
“County Courts, had become n great |
“grievance on account of their neg—‘

“lect nnd mismanagement of their eli-
“ents’ canses,”

The second section requires the Gen-
erul Court to appoint examiners, who

ractice law,

he third section provides that appli-
ennts for license sball present to the
exuminers n eertiticate of eharacter
from the proper County Court, upon
which he may be examined, and if
found qualified, the exuminers shall
grant him n license, Every person ob-
tuining such license, shall, before he
shall be permitted to pruactice, “tuke
o ouths appointed by lnw to be ta-
“ken, instend of the oaths ol alleginnes
“and supremusey, and tuke wnd sab-
“seribe the oath of abjuration and
“subseribethe test:' nnd in addition the
following onth: “1, A. B., do swear,
“that I will truly end bonestly demean
“myeself in the practice of an Autor-
“ney, according to the best of my
“knowledge and ability.” Every per-
E0T Rnu:l.il:inu without license to for-
feit live pounds for every case in which
he appenred,

Thg, tourth seetion authorizes the
General Court to suspend or revoke
an Attorney’s license for malpractice.

The fifth seéction prorides that the aet
shull not extend to Buarristers or Attor-
neys of the Genernl Court previously
licensed.

The sixth section provides that all
Buarristers and Attorneys shall, after
the first day of July, take the ouths pre-
vionsly preseribed,

The vinth section provides that the
shull pay ull costs occasioned by their
neglect, This law was repealed, nnd
its lending tentures re-enncted in Oclo-
ber, 1745,

The third section of the nct of 1748
provides thut no person who hath been,

witted to practice,

The fifth section provides that so
1 by of Lthis net as provides for procur-
ing n license, should ot upply to Bar-
risters or ultornevs now practicing.

Toesixth section nuthorises the Coun-
ty or inferior Courls, lo require Attor-
neys to give secarity for their good be-
hnvior.

The eighth section prohibits Attor-
neys of tha General Court from prac-
ticing in the County or inferior Courts.

The eleventh section provides that
not more than two luwyers shall argue
on any side of any cause, This law
was ngnin substantially re-enacted in
Mureh, 1761, with the addition of n sec-
tion lixing n minute taritf of fees for
Autorneys, and immposing penalties for
muking  bigher charges than the
fees preseribed In the luw. Section 11,
T l{n:lluiug. 400,

In 1776, May, a law passed requiring
Altorneys to tuke an oath of alleginnes
Lo the Commonweslth of Virginia, 9,
Henning, 121. So the lnw stood in re-
lutivn o Attorneys until after the close
of the war of the revolution,

In 1786, the law regulating the adiris-
sion und  practice of Attorneys was
agnin revised, and three Jodges of the
Court of Chancery or General Court
were authorized to grant license; an

“every counsel, stlorney or proctor be-
“fore he shall etice, shall, in some
“Court of record, give assurance of fideli-

“ty to the Commonwealth, and if he
*shall Lhereniter obilain license shall
“take the ordinary onth of an Attor-
“ney. It nlso nuthorizes the General
Court on information filed and on con-
viction, to saspend or revoke an At-
torneys license, 12, Henning, 339,

S0 stood the law until February 15th,
1819, when the lnw was passed under
which theapplicant's license wans grant-
ed, 'Thesecond section ol this law pro-
vided ‘thut before an Attorney shall
“*be permitted to practice in any Court
“*of this Commonweslth, he shall first
“produce. his license in ench Court
“where he intends to practice, apnd in
‘“the presence of such Court shal
“assurance of fidelity to the Common-
“*wealth,

Every person that has been or shall
be convicted of felony shall not be
licensed, If the Judges observe inal.
practice, or complaint of malpractice is
made, an Information may be filed, and
if the porty is found guilly, he shall be

pended or big 1i revoked

No Altorney, who shall prosecate a
suolt in an inferior Court, shall be per-
mitted to prosecute such canuse in the

give | ed

e

NO. 280.

vices. See. 14. 1. Revised Code of 1819,
p. 267 to 272,

The law now in force in Virginia,
Code of 1860, p. 609 repeals the section
fixing the fees, changes the provision
in regard to giving an assurance of
fidelity to the Commonwenlth, and re-
quires an oath of fidellty to the Cow-
monwealth., This review of the legis-
Iation of the State of Virginia shows
beyond all controversy that the privi-
leges or rights conferred by an Attorn-
ey's license have never been regarded as
in any sense n franchise that could not
bechanged or revoked ut the pleasure of
the Jnw-mnking power of 'he State.
During the first century of the settle-
ment of the colony the license of Attor-
neys were repeiatedly revoked and an-
nuiled in the most swueflng and com-
prehensive terms. Their fees wera in-
creased and diminished, the onths re-
aulrednl’ them were chanped and modi-

ed necording to the exigencies of the
times, or Lthe whim and caprice of the
Legislature, No question seems ever
to huve been made as to the power of
the Legislature to exercise the most
absolute dominion and control over
them except in a single instance. On
the Zith of March, 1658, the following

roceedinga are found in 1. Henning's

tatutes p, 4 .

“Proposed whether a rpsulallon or
total rejection ot lawyers?’

*Resolved, By the first vole, An

ectlon.”
At the foot of the

e 15 the followling note
“The answer of the Governor amd Conrell
Yo the House™s message nbout lawvers,”

*The Governor and Counell will consent to
“this proposition so far o8 it shall be agree-
“ahle 1o Muena Charta,

“Z3 MARTIL, 1057, YW, CLATBURNE."

“AAKRCH 25, 1458,

YProposed whether the eommittee shonld
“draw up s 1eply 1o the answer ot the Gov-
“ernor and Counell of the 2% In-tant, con-
“eerning the proposition abont Inwyeis,

** I i, AN ans hould rAwn np
“by the commitiee,

“The humble reply of the Burgesses to the
“Governor and Council.'

*1. Ceneerning lawyers. 2. Concerning the
“muuner of proceedings in lnw.

“To the flrst, we have consldersd Magna
“Churta, and we cnunot discern any pro-
“hiblton contnined thereln but that t
“pmpasitions may pass inlo lawa

I wad resolved 1o two former Assembleys
that it was not only necessury but that they
“had power 1o mike lnws for That purpose .y
“nppenrs by two acts 8f Assembly now npou

reco

.

*The fArst whereof stood In foree about tén
“years and the liie addition was mided in
1617, which acls stood 1o force until the lust
“Arscinbly, und 500 we humbly concleve that
“we have no less power nor cause te make
“llke lnws.""

The Governor and Council seem to
have regarded either the logic or the
precedents cited by the Burgesses as
unanswerable, for they made no reply,
and the proposition became a luw,

When it is considered that the parties
Erejurlimxd by thiese lnws, was the whole

ar of the colony, that they acquiesced
in it for more than a century with-
out I'PH[RU\HI.‘B or remonstrance, lh!’
conclusion is irresistible that the power
wns unpiversully recognized and ad-
mitted,

The onth of abjoration and suprema-
ey was required of all lawyers, ns well
those previously admitted as those
theresfter to be ndmitted.

The law of 1745 was the first law that
required lawyers to tuke these onths,
It cannot be doubted but there were
muny lnwyers in the Coluny professing
the Catholie religion aund believing the
Pretender to be the lawrul beir to the
ecrown of Great Britnin, But under
this luw Le wust abandon his practice,
or furswenr his nllegiance to his God
und his King,

This law, or others with the same
provision, remained in foree until 1776,
when  all  lawyers were reguired
to renounce their alleginnee 1o the
King of Great Britain, and swear alle-
jg'!mlu.-e to the Commonwealth of Vir-
pinia,

So from the settlement of the Colony
tn the present time, the Legislature has
consinntly exercised the power of in-
crensing and diminishing the fees of
lawyers and prohibiting them from
tuking fees in addition to the fves pre-
seribed by law,

In the only instance in which ex-
emption from legislative control was
evar eluimed, it wus promptly denied,
and has never since glc‘(-_‘ll cinimed. So
the Courts have constuntly exercised
the power ot suspeuding or- revoking
the license of Atlorneys for any cause
they mny deem satlicient, The only
limitation that has ever been placed
upon this power is, thatun informaotion
st be fled and n‘juryaswurn toinguire
into the truth of the charges contuined
in the informution, Butibhe Court is
the sole judge ns to what chiarges sball
be sufficient to suspend or revoke the
license of nn Attorney. 1t I8 not neces-
sury thut he should commit nny otfence
punistinble by the laws of the Stute,
thut he should be convicted of any
erime, but whntever the Courl may con-
sider *imulpractice™ or “misconduct” is
suflicient to suspend an Attorney or re-
voke his license,

What is the value of a franchise or
privilege that is held by auch a teoure
us this ?

It is mo answer to the argument
druwn frowm the history of the Colony
to  say that  there wuas  then
no national or State Constitution in
force to restraio the legislative power,
These constitutions are new smplificn-
tions of Magnu Churta, the petition of
right and other Inws that our nncestors
brought with them fromn the mother
country.

The life, liberty and propertiy of the
citizen hus been uboul us well protected
in this country and Eogland for mure
thin a century as it is now,

When Jumes IT wanted to deprive
the city of London of its chartered frun-
chises, he did nol dare to assail it by
Act of Parlinment, but had its churter
forfeited by que warrante lor misuser,
in the Court of King's bench. But who
ever henrd of a gquo warranic ogainst
a Inwyer to forfeit his franchises?

Fhe idea that & luwyer's llcense con-
fers upon him any irrevocuble fran-
chise or privilege, is a delusion and n
snure, nnd can only lead 1o error and
that continually.

Itis n new privilege conferred upon
him without eonsideration, nnd revo-
cuble nt the pleasure of the power by
which it was granted. A municipul
corporation is a franchise, but as it i
public and gratuitous, no eapitul in-
vested on the faith of it, is revocable
ut the pleasure of the legisluture,

But whatever rights the upplicant
muy have scquired in the State of Vir-
ginia, they give him no rights in the
State of West Virginia,

It is onooeof the essentinl stiributes
of sovereignty to orgnnize Courts, and
greucrlbe, the powers and duties of the

ud, and oflicers of the Courts,

When a new Stute is created out of
the territory of nn existing State, all
olficers and others holding otlices or
privileges under the laws of the old
State, nre al once divested of them, un-
12as they ure preserved by the Coopstitu-
tion and lnws of the new Stats,
Judge whose term has just commenced
nequires no rights in the new State, an
loses his office unless he removes with-
in the territorinl limils of the old State,

His eligibilliy to office, his right to
vote, and all other privileges derived
from the laws of the old State are gone,
and mny be nltered aund chunged at
pleasure by the new Stute,

If he wis a voter in the old State
without being a freeholder or a house-
bolder, the new State might require
him to be one or the other, or both. Ir
negroes were allowed to votein the old
Stute, they might be prohibited in the
new. If u man was eligible toun office
in the old State at 21 years of age, he
might be excluded in the new State un-
Ltil he was 25 or 30. If he was entitled
to ndmission to the Inw in the old State
at 21 years of age, he might be exclud-
in the new until he was 25 years of
age, If he were admitted in the old
State at 21, apd 1he new Stute was crea-
ted before he arrived at the age of 25
edars, he would Le excluded from the

r in the new Slate until he arrived at
the age u-cLuiNd by the law of the new
State. If be were admitted to the bar
of the old State without tuking the oath
of alleginnce or fidelity to clients, he
might be required to tuke these oatha
belore he would be permitted to prac-
tice in the new State,

appellate Court. Fees fixed for Ber-

In short the new State might refase

to recognize the admiasion in the old

State, nnd require all persons desirin

to practice in its Courts to be examin

a8 1o Ltheir capacity and fitness, and to

conform to such regulations as might
reseribed by law,

Mr. Hunter was never admitted to
practice in the Courts of West Virginia,
and he ust conforin to the laws of
West Virginia 8s the only condition
upon which he can be permitted to
praciice in her Courts,

It is true that the State of West Vir-
ginia has adopted the laws of Virginia,
und declared that they shall remain in
force until they are altered or repealed,

Amongst the laws of Virginia so
adopted was the law providing for the
admission of Attorneys.

Buat it derived its vitality and validity
from its adoption by the constitution
and laws of West Virginin. It re-
mained in foree until it was altered by
the lawa of West Virginia.,

Mr. Hunter never appeared in the
Courts of West Virginia, or claimed to
be n member of the bar, until the law
of Virginin was altered by the law of
Februury, 1866, regquiring the oath
which he now nsks to be excused from
tuking, was passed,

To give him sny claim to a vested
right 1o pructice in the (Courts of West
Virginia he must have been u practicing
luwyer, or hud a rightto practice in the
Courts of West Virginia. He has never
tuken the onth of allegiaoce to the State
of West Virginia, or the onth of fidelity
to clients in any of the Courls of West
Virginia,

He will not now claim that he has a
right to pructice in the Courts without
taking these onths. But at the time he
presents himself there i8 a further onth
required by the luws of West Virginia,

His admission nnd the oath tnken by
himn in 1824 in the State of Virginia do
not, per e, give him a rightto pruetice
in the Courts of West Virginia.

He must tuke an osath of nlh'%hmcﬁ
Lo the State of West Virginin. Why?
Because it is required by the laws of
West Virginia, If be must take one
onth because it s required by the law
of West Virginia, wby not the other?
The law is not chauged, becanse it Is
eusy and convenlent to tnke one onth
und be cannot take the other,

It is just us much an invasion of Mr,
Hunter's righls us an Attorney to re-
quire him to tuke the outh of alleginnce
to West Virginia, as it is to require him
to take the outh of Febroary, 1566,

The Stute of West Virginian bears
the sume relution to the State of Vir-
ginin, that the State of Kentucky does.
And I suppose it will bardly beclaim-
ed that if o Virginia lawyer, who was
udmitted to practice before the Stute of
Kentueky was wdinitted into the Union,
shonld now go into Kentucky and
claim the right Lo’ practice there with-
out coulpl}‘ln? with the laws of Ken-
tucky. It will hardly be contended
that his clnims could be recognized.

The case of Anderson va, the clection
officers of Montgomery county, r nt-
ly decided by the Court of Appeals of
Marylund, sustains this prineiple and
goes far beyond ift. Thal cuse was un
upplication for & mandamus to the de-
fendnuts to receive und count the plain-
tifl"s vole. The applicant was u legal
voter of the Swute under the former
Coustitution, but was disfranchised by
the present Constitution becuuse he
could not take the retrospective outh of
loyulty preseribed by the new Consti-
tution, The Court beld that a State in
the reorganization of its Government,
and the adoption of a new Constitution
had a right to limit and restriet the
right of suffrage, and deprive pecsons
of privileges under the new Constitu-
tion, which they had bed under the old?
that such a provision was not er post
Jacto,or in violation of the Constitution
ol the United States, Buu here the
party may retain ull his privileges by
retaining  bis citizenship in tﬁe old
Stute. When a Stute is divided every
citizen bus a right to muke his election,
whether he will be n citizen in the old
Stute or the new. By electing to re-
main a citizen of the old State he may
nvold the operation of any obnoxious
feutures of the Constitution or laws of
the new Stute. I be elects to be a citi-
zen of the new State be must submit
to her Constitution and laws, aod
cannot  bring with bim the protee-
tion which the Constitution und laws
of the old State atfforded bim. It is
true thal n party may have to change
his dowicil to get into one or the other
Stute s he muy prefer. But there is
no special burdship in this, as this is
what about une hualf of the people of
the country doevery year, withoul any
such cause,

The reorganized government of Vir-
ginia passed u law on the 10th of Feb-
ruary, 1862, requiring all Attorpeys to
tuke the onth prescribed by the ordin-
ance of Juue 11th, 1861, Luws of 1562,
49, 70. On the l4ih of Muay, 1862, thia
luw was repenled, uod un uct passed re
quirini all persous “‘who shall continue
*in bis otlice or employment,” to take
an onth abjuring the Siate government
at Richmoud, and an outh of alleginnce
to the restored guvernmentof Virginia,
which was in Jorce when the State of
West Virginia was admitted iuto the
Unlon, 'This law also declures thut
wvery person who shull refuse Lo tuke
that onth, shall be devmed a suspicious
person, und muy be arrested und re-
quired to give bond. This law whicl
was inde n lnw of West Viginia by
ber constitution the applicant had nev-
er complied with,

Section 8, Article 9, of the ennstitn-
tion ot West Virginin, provides that
*the common law, and the laws of the
*Siute of Virginia In force within the
“bounduries of this State, when this
*Constitution goes Into operation, and
“gut repugnant thereto, shall be and
“eontinue the law of this State notil
“altered or repeuled.” The upplicant
therefore was not an Attorney author-
ized to practice law in the Stuta of Vir-
ginin, nceording to the laws of that
State ut the time West Virginia was ad-
witted into the Union. He stunds
therefure upon the footing of an Attor-
ney from snother Siate Laking up his
domicil in this State, and asking ad-
mission to the bar of this Stute, as a
West Virginia lawyer or of a citizen
who bad never been ndmnitted, making
un original application to practice as
an Attoruney in the Courts of the State,
The luw of Februnry, 1868, is not retro-
spective as to him, and therefore he can
make no question about its being ex
post facto in violution of contracts or di-
vesting vested rights, °

The praetice of the Parlinment of
Great Britain, and the Colonial and
State Legislature of Virginia, in treat-
ing the privileges ol an Allorney as
within their control, is sustain by
the decisions of the Courts.

In the ense referred to by the appli-
cant in 18 Howard, Judge Taney, in
delivering the opinion of the Court
suys: “‘And it hus been well settled by
*the rules and practice of Common Law
"'Courts, Lhat it rests execlusively with
“the Court to determine who is qualified
't become one of its officers as an dtior-
*“ney and Counsellor, and for what
“cause he ought to be removed.”

In that case the Altorney was remov-
ed by the Court in his absence without
notice, and without any specifications
of the ncts of misconduet with which
he was charged,

Bat the Court held that the order of
removal was a legitimate exercise of
Jodicial power, which the Supreme
Court of the United States had no pow-
er Lo control,

Bat admitting for the sake of the ar-
gument, that the applicant was a prose-
cating attorney in the courts of this
State at the time the law of February
1566, was passed, we deny that that law
is ex post facto, violates contrncts, di-
veals vested rights, or that it is & frun-
chise. wh&ch the Legl.l;lnture bad no

wer to deprive him of,
pDKam’s Cog'lmenr.ari'es and the author-
ities there cited are relied npon by the
spplicant in support of the proposition

- e e
of this law is, that it affects “private |
r!ghm réetrospectively."

t s, therefore, notan ex post facto law
according to Kent's definition,

The cases of Culder vs. Bull, 3 Dallas.'
and Fletcher vs, Peck, 8 Cranch, are |
also referred to in supportof the propo- |
sition that this is an ez post facto luw.
The case of Calder vs, lfull wus this: |
The will of Norman Morrison was of- |
fered for probate before the Probate|
Court of Hurtford county, Connecticut, |
and was rejected on trinl. The devisees |
failed to perfect their appeal from the |
judgment of the Probate Court within |
the time prescribed by law. It was|
therefore claimed by the heirs at l"“'l
thut the judgment of the Probate Court |
had become finul and irrevoeable, und |
that the title to the property denied by |
the will had irrevocably vested in them.
On the application of the devisees, the |
Legislature of the State of Connecticut
selL aside the judgment of the Probate
Court and granted a new trial to the
devisees, with liberty to appeal from |
the judgment that might be rendered |
on the new trinl, within six months,
On the new trial the will was estab- |
lished and admitted to probate,
conteatants appealed and the Supreme |
Court affirm~d the judgment of the
Probate Court, in admitting the will to
probute. The heirs at luw clajmed |
that the 1law setling aside the
first judgment of the Probate Courtand |
grantiog o new trinl was ex post facto |
and unconstitutional, beennse it divest- |
ed them of the title which they uc-|
%nlred by the frst judgment ot the

robate Court, which was not appealed
from in pursuance of the law then in
force. The Conrt held that the law was
not unconstitutional or c:r{:onr Jacto. |
And there is not a word in the opinion
of the Court that gives any color to the |
claim that a law afecting rights of pro-

erty, or civil rights is an ex post jueto
aw.

The case of Fletchér wvs. Peck S,
Cravch was this: The Legislature of
the State of Georgia passed a law au-
thorizing the Governor to gell and con-
vey 500,000 acres of wild Iund in thut|
State. In pursuance of this law the|
Governor sold and conveyed 15,000 |
acres of the land to Fletcher for 8,000,
A subsequent legislature repealed the
law authorizing the Governor to sell |
the land, and declared the lnw void, he—l
cause its passage hud been procured Ly
bribery and corruption, and revoked
all sules and grants made by the Gov-
ernor under it. The Court held that sa
much of the repealing law as uttempted |
to revoke prants made by the l.iu\'ur-|
nor before its pussage, was o ita-
tionnl—not because iL wus ex post fucto—
but because it was a law impuiring the |
obligation of contracts, |

In other words the Court would not f

Rermi.t the State of Geor
ersellfl by repudiating
tracts.

Bul what contract did the Legisla- |
ture ot West Virginin make with Mr. |
Hunter that she seeks to repudiate by
the law of February, 18667 |

I am not ableto see the annlogy be- |
tween that ense and the case at bar, ’

The case of Durtmouth College vs,
Woodwurd—4, Wheaton, referred Lo by |
the upplicant—simply decides that the
Legislature of a Stute cannot repenld the
charter of & privale corporation upon
the faith of which capital bas been in-

u to stoltify |
er own con- |

vested, aud thereby for ull practical | 5

purposes, contiscate the capital 8o in- |

vesited, It bas ever since been
recognized ns a leading case, and
1s undoubledly sound law, though
it  has recently been  pravely
guestioned. In the eases which came
up from Ohio under the State Constitu-
tion of 1850, and the luws passed in
gursunm:e of it, increasing the tax on
anks previously churtered, the nu-l

thority of thut case was called in gues-
tion, and denied by n winority of the
Supreme Court of the United States. |
In the case of Dodge vs Wooley, 15|
Howard 361, involving this question,
Judges Catron, Daniel and Campbeli
dissented. In the case of the Stute!

Bank of Ohio vs. Throop 16, Howard | .

393, the same Judges dissented, In the |
cake of Butler vs. Penosylvanin 10,
Howard 402, it was held thut a law re-

ducing the salury of un officer trom | |

#4 o 83 perday, and changing the maode
of apﬁo ntment e 4as to oust an incum-
bent before the expiration of his term,
was not 4 violntion of contruets, but|
was n valid, constitutional luw, |

In the case of Satterlee vs. Matthew- |
son 2, Peters 380, it was held that:|
“Retrospective lnws which do not im-
“*pair the obligation of a contruct, or
“partake of Lhe charncter of er post
‘Yaeto luws nre not forbidden by the
“*Constitution of the United Stutes,”

In delivering the opinion of the
Court, Justice Washington suys: *The
“abjection however which ismost press-
“ed upon the Court is, thut the effect of |
“this net was to divest vested righis, |
‘*There is certainly no part of the Con- |
“stitution of the United States which
“‘upplies to a Stute law of this descrip-
“"tion, nor are we aware ofuny decisiun
*‘of this, orof noy Circuil Coart which
‘‘hns condemned such o luw upon this |
“ground, provided its effect be not 1o
“impuir the obligation of a contraer.”

In 1829 the Legisluture of Virginial
possed u Inw suthorizing a turnpike
corporation to ruise money by lottery |
to repair i's roud. In 184 a luw was |
pussed limiting the operation of the et |
to six years, Held, that this limitation |
did not impuair the obligation ot a cun-|

tract, Phualen vs. Virginin 8, Howard

In the ease of the Charles river Dridge
vs, Warren Bridge 11. Peters 42
first point decided in the cuse is thut:
UA Siate law may be retrospective |
*and divest vested rights, and yet not |
“vivlate the constitution of the United
“States."”

Chiel Justice Taney in delivering the
opinion of the Court says: It is well
“settled by the decisions of this Court
“thut o Suite law muy be retrospective
“in its charneter, and may divest vesied
“‘rights, and yel pot violute the cunsti-
‘tution of the United States, nnless it |
**ulso impaires the obligution of u con- |
“tract.
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LAUGHLIN'S

OLDHOME BITTERS

Will. cors Dyspepsia always.

Will cure Dyspepsin always.

‘Wil cure Dyspepsian always,

d Home Bliters

d Home Bit ers

d Home Bitters

ndigestion and Nausea
Alon and N

oo0

Will cure ]
Wil cure

ndigestion and Nausen,
ome Bittersy
fome Bitters
Home Bltters
Regulates the Stomach
Regulates the Stomach
Regulules the Stomach,

Ul Home Biters

014 H

Old Home Biiters
Cures Heartburn and Headache
Cures Heartburn and Headache

res Heartburn and Headach

0ld Home Hitters

o Hoes Heas

ome LLers
Is Indispensable to every Traveler, as Itat
once prevents dizziness und sed slckness, and
15 o certaln preventlve of the evil effects ol
constant ebnm:;; waler.

oo

The Great Summer Remedy
The Great Summer Hemedy
The Great Bummer Hemed)
To give tone to the Stomac!
To Strengthen the Feebile

ol

Togive o A tite
To Invigorate the invn.lld.
0ld Home Bitters

0ld Home Bilters

Old Home Bitters

0ld Home Bitters
Will cure Dyspepsia
Will eure Weakness

Will cure Debility
mlub:nm Heartou

Prepared o

LAUGHLINS & BGSHFIELD,
Bold by Dealers everywhere. Juli

Childrens’ Carriages.

J UBT RECEIVED.
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thutthe luw is unconstitutional. Chan-
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The Greatest Medicine oI
the Arge.

KERAFT’S
Diarrhea Compound.

HE ONLY SAFE AND CERTAIN CURE
[ Dirrhea, Summer

o 5 TV,
pladnt, and all of the stomach and
b 15, fucident to of Diet or Cli-
mnte.
It hns stood the test of time—has eured in
thonsands of cases where all other remedica

ﬂu”‘mm and I8 prouounced by the PUBLIC
18

ONLY RELIABLE REMEDY
of 114 klud now in use.

a

Many prominent Physiclans now use it In
thelr p};n(!'l.k.l'. and onbesiz22ingly recommend

Keepltin your hoosa, s 1 |
u:dqluu uttack o

“CHOI.EERA,"™
Its kindred diseases—during the coming
11

mer.
The following are n few of the cortifleates
which have been voluntarily given to the
Pruprietors, by persons w ho are well known

WHEELING, ApriZ2th, 188,

Messrs, MOCARBE, KRAFT & Co., Genflemen:
Having used Krafl s Diarrhen Compound, for
Camp Diarrhea, with which I have been des -
Iy uMlcted for plmost one month, ol other
Femedivs tried having failed, and fnding It not
only resent relicd tut n permoanent cure, 1
1ake asure in recommending 1t 10 the fu-
vorable notiee of all who may e alikenfie-

B Ui. MAKTIN,
Chaplin 15th W. Va. Infantry.

PIrrrsBURe, Joly 5, 1865,

Mesnrs, McCARE, KuarT & Co., Gentlemen:
Allow me o add my Lestimony 1o that of
others, in n—gani 10 your celebrted “ Dhurhea

mpound.” 1 have been for o long 1ime
subject to the disense for which It s recome-
mended, I hnve triald vorlous remedies; but
never found one thal so completely ermdienyee
the disesss 8 your mediclne, A short e
#ugo 1 was suffering ternbly with Diwrrhea
procurcd o bottle of “Kriit's LHarthea Com-

bé prepared for

or
Bu

pound.” I experivnesd immidiate relief from
on s, i e third dose fielt se well o
ever. I regnnd it asan Invaluable medicine,
and would not be without it.  Yours traly,
L. W.STEWART.

NASHVILLE, Tenn,, Dec. 1s, 1865,
Messre, MeCang, KRAFT& Co., (entiemen -
Ihove been using your * Marrhen Com pound®
In my family for some thme, and can say with
muneh leasune, that i1 1s the BEST MEDICINE
of the kind 1 have ever used, and do chieerful-
1y n\-xnmmnrm It to my I.;rit-rllln. frlind
Flth much respwet, I am your friend
P A M ETOCA LFE,
af Metealfe, Ho. & Co,
MeCADRE, KRAFT & CO.. Wholesale T'rug-
glsts, Wheellng, W. Vi, sole Proprictors, Lo
wham nll onlers should be addresed,
Ry D

or rale %{ REED, KHAFT & Co., €
Wheeling, WEST & MITCH ELL, Bril
Ohlo, and by Denlers in el
where. (1]

Similia Mnlﬂ.&:;u Curantur,
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-
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nil sewnty Secretions ..

0 Inrge viale, in morecen, and 1
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15 Boxen (s, 1t 15, mtnl L

VETERINARY 8

¥
sent toany part of e o
free of charge, on P

UM
TOMIEOT A PIIC
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w Vork.
wis offics,

personnlly or Ly i nd alunm, for Tirmds « i
il T T. I, LUGAN & UL, Apgents,
fehi2iy Winwling.

DR. T. J. KISNER.

ECLECTIC MEDICINES.
NEW TREATMENT & NEW REMEDIES,
OFFICE, dD=T., CENTRE WHERLING, W. VA,

B K. HAVING SECURED TH
VICES of un intellizent assist

will atlend o the prepartion
chines, pualting up pivser s, &,
it glve more alténting 10 o

L]
Lients esmpectnlly 10 his many friend
vountry,  His mediclies nre all prepared in
Lisown offiee, nnd all delivensd 1o his pies
tients by himsell, Tir, K. treats ] disecises,
hoth Acute and Clnonie, with whieh humnn-
umberr of new
memarkal.ly
inle ciss ol
we linve lwen

"
Chronic disenses
1o b Ineurable,
be named @ Consumption,  Sen
charees from the Far, Uzenn, Enlivrged Gland.
Cancern and Skin  Di His muode o
trenting Liver libsenses, Stomach Complainis,
HBronehius and wll dlseases of the Throal
and Alr Pissages. Hypertraphy and all oth-
erdireass of the Heart, Neordiia, Eptlepsy,
Hpinal Alfectons, nud nll dlsenses of the Ner-
vous System s neknow ledieed by all who heve
tested 1 10 be the st cortidn and sucesssful
ever known (o the meédienl profession. Dr, K.
hins been eminently suceessful in the treat
mentol il d peculinr 1o women, v
Menstrul Obstriuctions, Puinful M
Leverrhien, Utering and
Prolup=us Utert and all N
which they are sohject,

He makesnspecialty in the treatment of
all Chronlc Afleetlons of (he Genlbto Urinary
Ulgnm.f viz: Cawarrh of Bladder and Urethrs
Irritable Bladder, and Non-retention and
DrlllhllnF of Urine, Urinary Dopesits  or
Gmvel, Dinbetis and DifMenlt” Urinating, Sy-
philitle Disenses in all Lhelr vared jorms
Ghonnrrhes, s complications and sequelie,
Fpermatorrhes and Impoteney, and all nfTee-
Lions conseqnent npon ymuhfni' Indiscretions,
Also specinl ﬁlra-nil‘nu wid to the treatment
of Fistulus, White iwelling, Berofuloos
Hores, Varioose Uleers, &c.  'ersons afflicted,
particularly with  old tmublesome  cnees,
should lose notime to call on or add ress DI,
KISNER., Communlestions eontaining fee
promptly nouesd, Office preseriptions amd
medicine cash. Or visits In city, kame as
other Phyilelans  Offies hnu;l;.o A. M, tol2
M.l ;'é' M.wd LM, and § P.AM. o8P M

Jan

Foreign Fruits.

CASKE OF DRIED BOIIEMIAN FEAR
5cases of finest Bondeaux Prunes, best in-

ported
5 cases of New Smyrna Figs, some in 1 b,
and ?\ b, buxes,
) boxes Leémons and Omnges
h‘EI.'JIJI.m Cocanuts, 150 doz. assorted cane

Eploed and Cove Oysters, Sardines, Raisin
Currents, Dates, Clirons, &, &c., just arriy
and for sale low, by

SHULTZ & TRUSCHELL,

Market St., & few doors below M'Lure H
febild WHEELING, W. VA,

Celebrated Smoking Tohaccos.

'\VE HAVE JUST RECEIVED FROM
the manufacturers the following Snok-
Ing Tobaccos ;

LONE JACK,
BROWN DICK
and REGALIA.
est Smoking Tobaccos

mﬁéﬁnﬁr&e“;}crﬂﬂmm to the trade at the
lowest wholeals prices.
RHODES & BINGLETON,

Wholesale Dealers, 58 Main st.

myl7

Fine Virgiria Chewing Tobaccos.
LL THE MOST CELEERATED MARES
of Fing Chewing Tobuecos for male chieap,

the box or o ODES & SINGLETON,
Wholesale Lenlury, 53 Main et,

by
myl7?



